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India, Her Oult and Education. L Introductory. By PBAKATHA NATH
MUKHOPADHYATA. Published by the Author, 12-1 Nyan Ohand, Dutt
Street, Calcutta. Pp. 111.

VoL IL The Approaches to Truth. By PRAXATHA NATH MUKBOPA-
DHTATA, of National College, Bengal. Published by T. S. Baau, B. 80.,
121 B Nayan Ohand, Dutt Street, Calcutta. Pp. iii, 442. 6s.

THIS* book* oontain a good deal that seems fantastic to the Western
mind, but also a good deal which, if beginning to be trite, is (till worth
attending to. The Introductory pamphlet deals with the future of Indian
education. It labours needlessly, as we may think, the point that the
history and individuality of a people must be considered in framing plans
for its education. But the bearing of the argument is worth our attention.
It is the old one, that with all it* defects, its sleepiness and backwardness,
TnHian civilisation retains a secret which it will not abandon, and whioh
the West would do well to learn for itself, and not to try to extinguish
where it lives. When all is said, the powers of India,—those who have
the reverence and mould the convictions of the people,—are what we
should call the saints and the thinkers, not the plutocrats and the
officials. I hare really no oompetenoe to enlarge on this theme, or to
criticise the assertion. But something of the kind is commonly alleged,
with whatever reservations, by those who ought to know. And I nave
little doubt that in the main it is true; and if true, it is sorely a point of
the highest significance.

The second volume is a philosophical treatise on reality. The author
claims that his method is essentially direct, the interrogation of his own
reneotive intuition, and that the result is in harmony with the teaching
of the Upanishads. On this point I have no opinion. But the write™
expression has been influenced mainly by James's Radical Empiricism,
and to some extent by Green's philosophy. To the former, which is his
starting-point, the author takes up in the end a critical attitude, which
is one in essence with his attitude to the metaphysics of Buddhism.

His principal thesis, constantly recurring, is the seamless unity and
alogical character of the direct intuition in whioh we actually live and
move and have our being. You may call it, with James, a pulse of ex-
perience. But in the end this is inadequate because " a pulse " pre-
supposes A series of pulses outside it; and all our universe, prima facti,
is within the seamless intuition, and only outside it by a logical or con-
ceptual construction. This is his difficulty again with Buddhism. The
real cannot at once be a single experience and an actual endless series of
events. The series of events must somehow be within the single experi-
ence* whioh we possess or subordinated to it. For him, all series, things,
organised reality, arise out of, but within, the great single intuition, by
the operation of the Veil—that is the abstraction by which our pragmatio
interests bring out " fact-sections " (what we call facts). These are never
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really isolated and discontinuous, though we take them so. The one
''Fact" is only veiled ; it is never annihilated. It is the element of
•MT life, the background and foundation of all our knowledge and reality,
which are no more than partial stresses within it. Consciousness is the
plenum, the atmosphere of being. Bat there ii no solipsism, for ex-
perience, the ocean of conscious being, is prior to the "me," and it Is
as true Chat experience has me as that I have experience. Subject and
Object are only stresses in the one sea of experience, and we can often
catch them absent. Grades of our Universe are constituted by the modes
and degrees of Veiling on the surface of the individual Intuition. And
for all this—the nature and grades of stresses—the author employs a
quasi-mathematical terminology, distantly analogous to that of Berbart,
but not, he warns us, expressing combinations ot separate factors, only
describing stresses and results by comptrison. with such possible com-
binations.

There is a danger-point I think when he urges (very often) that all beliefs
and affirmations of possibility and reality being vnthin our one intuition
can never take us to anything outside it (such as reality apart from con-
sciousness). If he means to something wholly discontinuous in kind, the
argument may be sound. Otherwise, it runs near to a fallacy. Un-
doubtedly he does believe that consciousness at one stage or another—
not logical consciousness—is the basis of all being and cannot be thought
away. The view is not wholly unlike Husserl's intentional world.

I think that the force with which the main contention—the contrast
between the one fact, and our pragmatic " faot-sections "—is held and
expressed, has a value. I fear there is a tendency in the book to what
even the widest-minded of us would call superstition—e.g. rejection of
Western medical science.

BBEUIAKD BoeiMQDBT.

The Work* of Ariitotle (Translated into English under the Editorship
of J. A. Smith and W. D. Ross) : Dt Mundo (Translated by E. 8.
Forster) ; Dt Spiriiu (Translated by J. F. Dobson). Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1914.

Magna Moralia (Translated by St. George Stock) : Ethica Eudemia, de
Virtvtibus et Vitiis (Translated by J. Solomon). Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1916.

Detailed criticism of these new instalments of the Oxford translation of
Arittotle would be out of place in any but a specially philological review;
MIHD can but express the gratification which will certainly be felt by all
its readers at the steady advance which is being made towards the pro-
duction of a worthy rendering of the whole Aristotelian corpus into our
own language. Of the works comprised in the volumes before us, the
English version of the Eudemian Ethic* should be particularly welcome,
as it makes accessible to the moral philosopher who is not at the same
time a finished Greek scholar the first and most authoritative of all
commentaries on Aristotle's own Ethics. As Prof. Burnet said, in
justification of his inclusion of much of the Greek text in his edition of
the Nicomachean Ethict, we cannot reasonably expect to understand
Aristotle better than the foremost of his personal scholars did, but until
the issue of the present volume readers who are obliged to get at their
Greek philosophy through English versions had little opportunity of
knowing how Aristotle's ablest pupils did understand the more difficult
points in their master's doctrine. Their thanks to Mr. Solomon for his
careful rendering should be very sincere. Mr. St. George Stock, besides
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